Dear Henry, 


IO/lj/82 


X write tills now because it is possible that tomorro.'s mail will hold wliat 
I -vri.11 have to get onto pronto in my King assassination FGIA case and until I have 
finished that will not be able to tape what 1 suggest with regard to your Autoosy 
chapter. 


_ u does not come, even though '■ ■' o both have medical appointments tomorrow 

1 ^ coneclose: .to compacting wliat x vd.ll suggest tomorrow and I'll send what T’ve 
done whether or not X complete it. 

I writs now because you say you will be reorganizing same of it. I do think 
sorao reogranizatian is necessary and some fleshing out. What corrections I sugggst 
are simple and the; reorganisation is not major. I’ve finished reading the chapter. 
Wnen I had to stop and thought I might not have time to couplet -• the reading I 
taped a few comments. 


I think reorganization is necessary in your handling of “urnes and on the 
tape I suggest one possible handling. So, unless you must do' that rewriting 
immediately, if I can't send you everything tomorrow, can you wait a week or two 
before doing anything with this chapter? If not you may have to go over it again. 

From tliis chapt r I suspect you have not read Post Mortem. Which is a big job 
of reading. However, I’m sorry you haven’t. 


One reason is the absence of any mention of the damage to the front of the 
JFK shirt, to the neckband, and what I've put together with it. The Commission knew 
from the first that the damage was not of ballistic origin but was done by a 
scalpel and that the wound itself -was above the collar. If you check the index 
under Dr. Charles Carrico you’ll cone to the cites to his testimony and what he 
told ne ./hen A interviewed him. (Tie re this also.) 


i have the most serious doubts about your section on Bobby’s responsibility 
for any of die plots agaanstoCastro. What lias come out is both ways and is self— 
serving both ways. However, I have a CIA record it of its briefing of hi and it 
was well ;iftor the fact. I think there is little reasonablo Aoub§ that what ho was 
in on did not include any assassination plots. *his also is essential to the univei 
practise of preserving denJ.ald.lity. 


,1 


It may -also be unfair to lay all yon do on the Kennedy family with regard to 
what was not done at the autopsy. I’ll go into this more later. Also, despite ycbvr 
strong effort to bo fair, with regard to the missing brain, etc. Your reasoning there 
is pertinent and good. But I think you want to avoid any trap on this, particularly 
because Bob y is dead and Teddy is active in politics today. 


basically it is a good chapter. There is always more than you can use, particularly 
aft.r all i’ve brought to light and am familiar with. I do not think that extensive 
reworking xa necessary at all, but I am concerned that unless you make some changes 
you may be vulnerbale to criticism even on fairness. However, you have leaned over 
too far to be fair to ^urnes, who without doubt perjured himself, 
to leave out, I think I’d drop the adrenalins stuff because it is 
the crime and was public years ago. The late John Kiehols establ- 


With all you’ve had 
s not pertinent to 
shed the fact and 


puolished it in a medical journal, wliich hiive. I also have, if you want to use 


documents, what„- use in facsimile in Post hoi 
notes and what , un.es did and did not destroy. 


tern and think you can’t ignore on the 


I’ll undoubtedly add much fyi, not in th? 
I’ll also be su costing a few things for your 
certain but will be able to toll ho:- where to 


■ expectation that you’ll/use it. 
researcher to chock where I’m not 
look, like in Humes’ HSCA testimony. 



